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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed October 3, 2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

It is argued by the applicant that the prior art fails to disclose "updating security 
information stored in the storage device that the client manages in the server without 
communication between the client and server. The examiner respectfully disagrees. 
Information on the server is updated at the web site that is accessed through means of 
a server, see column 2, lines 2-3 and 24. It is interpreted that there is no 
communication between the client and the server because the server is updated 
periodically before the client has access to the update. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

3. Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claims contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. There is no support in the applicant's specification for "updating security 
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information stored in the storage device that the client manages in the server without 
communication between the client and server ." 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 8-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In line 2 of claim 8, it is recited of the "client comprising" and later on lines 3-5, it 
is recited of a "a unit managing said storage in said server" which then later recites that 
"security information being updated without communication between said client and said 
server". How the can the client that "comprises" a managing unit reference information 
in the storage at the server without communication between the client and the server 
since the managing unit is within the client. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sampath et al, U.S. Patent 6,266,774 in view of Kamath et al, U.S. Patent 6,754,696. 
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As per claim 1, Sampath discloses of a method for updating antivirus programs 
(security information) in which a client is connected to a server through a network (col. 
4, lines 5-16 and col. 7, lines 28-34). The antivirus program (security information) 
reference by the client is stored in memory and is updated (col. 4, lines 20-27 and col. 
7, lines 25-43). Information on the server is updated at the web site (hosted by a 
server)(col. 2, lines 2-3 & 24) and it is interpreted that there is no communication 
between the client and the server because the server is updated periodically before the 
client has access to the update. The teachings of Sampath et al are silent in disclosing 
of the server including a storage device that is managed by the client. The teachings of 
Kamath et al disclose of the server including a storage device that is managed by the 
client (col. 2, lines 6-22). It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to have been motivated to apply remotely located storage 
means that is managed by a client. Sampath et al discloses of motivational benefits by 
reciting that by providing an external storage drive, it is a transparent process of 
transferring and updating from the remote drive to the client computer (col. 2, lines 13- 
17) and that directories and files are stored remotely and the files can be retrieved only 
when required (col. 2, lines 7-10), thus freeing up storage on a client device that is an 
obvious distinction when applied to the teachings of Sampath et al that would only 
access to the updated antivirus information (security information) only when required by 
the client through remote access as taught by Kamath et al. 

As per claims 2,9, and 15, the teachings of Kamath et al disclose of the server 
including a storage device that is managed by the client (col. 2, lines 6-22). It is 
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interpreted by the examiner that the client is viewed as not having a local disk device in 
the aspect that the information that is stored on the remote disk drive, please refer 
above to the motivational benefit of applying the teachings of Kamath et al and the use 
of remote storage devices connected to a server that is managed by a client. 

As per claims 3,10, and 16, the teachings of Sampath et al are relied upon for the 
use of updating antivirus software (security information) on a client computer. Kamath 
et al discloses of a server connected to a client component (management computer) 
through the network that handles updating of information on a remote drive (col. 2, lines 
6-22), please refer above to the motivational benefit of applying the teachings of 
Kamath et al and the use of remote storage devices connected to a server that is 
managed by a client. 

As per claims 4,1 1 , and 17, Sampath et al discloses that the antivirus program 
(security information) includes attributes relating to the files that the client uses (col. 7, 
lines 28-34 & 44-47). Kamath et al is relied upon for the disclosure of a storage device 
that the client manages at the server that stores flies that the client uses (col. 2, lines 3- 
10), please refer above to the motivational benefit of applying the teachings of Kamath 
et al and the use of remote storage devices connected to a server that is managed by a 
client. 

As per claims 5,12, and 18, Sampath et al teaches that the antivirus program 
(security information) includes user identification and a password (access control 
information) with respect to the files that the client uses (col. 4, lines 15-20 and col. 7, 
lines 28-34). 
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As per claims 6 and 19, Sampath et al discloses of the client referencing the 
antivirus program (security information) of the client (col. 4, lines 20-27 and col. 7, lines 
28-34). 

As per claims 7,13, and 20, it is taught by Sampath et al that the antivirus 
program (security information) includes a password (authentication information) for 
permitting use of the client by a user (col. 4, lines 15-20 and col. 7, lines 28-34). 

As per claims 8,14, and 21 , Sampath et al discloses of a client connected to a 
server through a network including a client storage device that stores antivirus programs 
(security information)(col. 4, lines 5-16 & 20-27 and col. 7, lines 25-43). The antivirus 
programs (security information) reference by the client are automatically updated (col. 7, 
lines 28-34 & 44-47 and col. 8, lines 45-48). Information on the server is updated at the 
web site (hosted by a server)(col. 2, lines 2-3 & 24) and it is interpreted that there is no 
communication between the client and the server because the server is updated 
periodically before the client has access to the update. The teachings of Sampath et al 
are silent in disclosing of a unit that manages storage in the server and for referencing 
the information on the remote drive. Kamath et al discloses of a server connected to a 
client component (management unit/computer) through the network that handles 
updating of information on a remote drive (col. 2, lines 6-22). It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have been 
motivated to apply remotely located storage means that is managed by a client. 
Sampath et al discloses of motivational benefits by reciting that by providing an external 
storage drive, it is a transparent process of transferring and updating from the remote 
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drive to the client computer (col. 2, lines 13-17) and that directories and files are stored 
remotely and the files can be retrieved only when required (col. 2, lines 7-10), thus 
freeing up storage on a client device that is an obvious distinction when applied to the 
teachings of Sampath et al that would only access to the updated antivirus information 
(security information) only when required by the client through remote access as taught 
by Kamath et al. 

As per claim 22, Sampath discloses of a method for updating antivirus programs 
(security information) in which a client is connected to a server through a network (col. 
4, lines 5-16 and col. 7, lines 28-34). The antivirus program (security information) is 
stored in memory and is updated (col. 4, lines 20-27 and col. 7, lines 25-43). Sampath 
et al teaches that the antivirus program (security information) includes user identification 
and a password (access control information) with respect to the files that the client uses 
(col. 4, lines 15-20 and col. 7, lines 28-34). The teachings of Sampath et al are silent in 
disclosing of the server including a storage device that is managed by the client. The 
teachings of Kamath et al disclose of the server including a storage device that is 
managed by the client (col. 2, lines 6-22). It would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have been motivated to apply 
remotely located storage means that is managed by a client. Sampath et al discloses of 
motivational benefits by reciting that by providing an external storage drive, it is a 
transparent process of transferring and updating from the remote drive to the client 
computer (col. 2, lines 13-17) and that directories and files are stored remotely and the 
files can be retrieved only when required (col. 2, lines 7-10), thus freeing up storage on 
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a client device that is an obvious distinction when applied to the teachings of Sampath 
et al that would only access to the updated antivirus information (security information) 
only when required by the client through remote access as taught by Kamath et al. 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christopher A. Revak whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3794. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 6:30am-3:00pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on 571-272-3795. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Christopher Revak 
Primary Examiner 
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